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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claim 1, 7, 8 14 and 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Hamilton (US Patent 5715381). 

Regarding claim 1 , Hamilton discloses an image forming apparatus, comprising: 
a template determination section for, upon reception of a job including a file to be 
printed, determining whether or not the job contains a template which indicates 
that a plurality of files are to be merged; a job holding section for making the job stored 
in a storage section when it is determined by the template determination section that the 
job contains the template; a template analysis section for analyzing based on the 
template whether or not all jobs containing files to be merged are stored in the storage 
section; and a control section for exerting control based on the template so as to merge 
and print the files contained in all the jobs when it is determined by the template 
analysis section that all the jobs are stored in the storage section. Hamilton describes 
the printing controller, which reads on claimed template determination section; 
containing a multitude of packages. Packages contain jobs and it is well known in the 
art for jobs to direct a print process, which reads on job including a file to be printed; as 
disclosed at column 10, lines 3-4 and 8-9. Hamilton discloses that the jobs for printing 
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may come from numerous sources, which reads on claimed reception; as disclosed in 
figure 10 and for example, column 9, lines 14-15. Properties of the package can be 
found by selecting "show package ticket" from a user interface, as disclosed at column 
10, lines 23-25. The display will tell what properties have been determined, including 
options of embedded document first page merge item and embedded document last 
page merge item, which reads on claimed determining whether or not the job contains a 
template which indicated that a plurality of files are to be merged, as disclosed at 
column 1 1 , lines 9-16. Hamilton discloses a local memory in the controller that may 
store packages and their contents, which includes jobs, which reads on claimed job 
holding section; as disclosed at column 1 1 , lines 28-30. Hamilton also discloses that it 
well known that jobs that are transferred and interpreted by a network printer, called 
decomposing jobs, store the jobs for output, which reads on claimed making the job 
stored in a storage section when it is determined by the template determination section 
that the job contains the template; as disclosed at column 9, lines 1 6-25 and 32-35. 
Hamilton discloses that the jobs are stored for output and transferred to a print queue 
when ready for printing, as disclosed at column 9, lines 32-35. Hamilton discloses that 
embedded documents of a the network printer may be stored remotely, however, 
Hamilton provides a retrieve remote documents command for the purpose of retrieving 
one or more documents from a remote source to complete the package for purposes of 
printing the same at the local printer, as disclosed at column 12, lines 21-26. Hamilton 
discloses that when the user is ready to print, they copy the package to the printer 
queue for printing, as disclosed above. Hamilton discloses that when the destination is 
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the printer queue, then a check is performed to determine if all of the jobs in the 
package to be copied are resident at the printing system. If all of the jobs are not 
resident, then a warning message is shown saying that not all jobs are local, as 
disclosed at column 15, lines 22-26. When all jobs for merging within a package are 
sent to the printer queue as above, this disclosure reads on claimed template analysis 
section for analyzing based on the template whether or not all jobs containing files to be 
merged are stored in the storage section. Hamilton discloses in figure 29, that when the 
jobs are all resident, flow proceeds down to 352, where formatting and printing occurs, 
which reads on a control section for exerting control based on the template so as to 
merge and print the files contained in all the jobs when it is determined by the template 
analysis section that all the jobs are stored in the storage section. Hamilton discloses 
that printing goes job-by-job by a printing count when appropriate, disclosed in figure 29 
and 31 , and notes that when each job is attended to, the attendant image data and 
instructions are read, as disclosed at column 15, lines 45-47. An example of such 
instructions that may disclose finishing instructions is different bitmaps respectively 
positioned on the firs and/or last pages of a plurality of jobs in a package, which reads 
on claimed merge; as disclosed at column 18, lines 10-12. 

Regarding claim 7, Hamilton disclosed everything as applied above for claim 1. 
Hamilton discloses that the jobs for printing may come from numerous sources, which 
reads on claimed reception; as disclosed in figure 10 and for example, column 9, lines 
14-15. This reads on claimed communication section for receiving jobs containing files 
to be printed via a network. 
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Regarding claim 8, claim 8 is rejected for the same reasoning as claim 1 . 
Changing a claim from an apparatus to a method does not make that claim patentably 
distinct. 

Regarding claim 14, claim 14 is rejected for the same reasoning as applied in 
claim 7. Changing from an apparatus to a method in a claim does not make the claim 
patentably distinct. 

Regarding claim 15, claim 15 is rejected under many of the same reasoning as 
applied for claim 1 , nay a few distinctions. Based on the previous disclosures of jobs 
being able to be sent over a network, network printing systems decomposing the jobs, 
and printing the jobs, this reads on claimed a terminal connected to a network and 
serving for instructing a job containing a file to be printed and a printing section 
connected to the network and serving for executing printing in response to an instruction 
or control. Hamilton discloses that the jobs for printing may come from numerous 
sources, which reads on claimed reception; as disclosed in figure 10 and for example, 
column 9, lines 14-15. This reads on claimed communication section for receiving jobs 
containing files to be printed via a network. Figure 10 points of the printing system's 
controller connected to a network, I/O apparatuses that may transfer jobs, and a printer. 
Any reference of network connection in the claim is thus read upon by the discussion 
above. The following paragraphs of the claim are rejected upon the disclosures of claim 
1 in addition with the discussion and disclosures above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2-4 and 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hamilton in view of Dimperio et al. (US Patent 6965445), hereinafter referred to as 
Dimperio. 

Regarding claim 2, Hamilton discloses everything as applied above for claim 1 . 
However, Hamilton fails to disclose the template contained in a job name. However, the 
examiner maintains that it was well known in the art to provide the template contained in 
a job name, as taught by Dimperio. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Dimperio discloses systems and methods of 
automating job ticketing in printing, copying, or imaging devices. In addition, Dimperio 
discloses the use of file names that contain an embedded text and/or numerical string in 
order to correspond to a job ticket and outputting a document based on the job ticket 
instructions, which reads on claimed template; located in the file name, which reads on 
claimed job name; as disclosed in the claims. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Hamilton by specifically providing the template 
contained in a job name, as taught by Dimperio, for the purpose of containing job 
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instructions in a file name. Merging, as disclosed in the Hamilton reference, is a well- 
known job instruction. 

Regarding claim 3, Hamilton discloses everything as applied above for claim 1 . 
However, Hamilton fails to disclose the template as serial numbers set for over a 
plurality of the files. However, the examiner maintains that it was well known in the art 
to provide the template as serial numbers set for over a plurality of the files, as taught 
by Dimperio. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Dimperio discloses systems and methods of 
automating job ticketing in printing, copying, or imaging devices. In addition, Dimperio 
discloses parameters, which reads on claimed template; of a job ticket defined as 
numerical values, which reads on claimed serial numbers; as disclosed in column 5, 
lines 4-8. One example of a possible parameter is page numbering, which reads on 
claimed set for over a plurality of pages; as disclosed at column 6, lines 40-41 . 
However, Dimperio discloses that any parameter may be described, as disclosed at 
column 6, 38-41. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Hamilton by specifically providing the template 
as serial numbers set for over a plurality of the files, as taught by Dimperio, for the 
purpose of conveying templates in short codes. 

Regarding claim 4, Hamilton and Dimperio disclose everything as applied above 
for claim 2. Dimperio disclosed above the use of strings, which read on claimed 
symbols; to convey different instructions to a printing system. Hamilton disclosed above 
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that when a job is received at a printer, the printer instructs local storage for printing. 
Hamilton also disclosed above instructions for copying the jobs in a package to a print 
queue for printing. Both of these instructions are control commands that may be 
replicated. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Hamilton by specifically providing the 
template composed of a pair of a first symbol indicating that a file contained in one job is 
temporarily stored in the storage section and a second symbol indicating that the files 
temporarily stored in the storage section are merged and printed, as taught by 
Dimperio, for the purpose of controlling a print system by file name instructions. 

Regarding claim 9, claim 9 is rejected for the same reasoning as applied in claim 
2. The method is inherent from an apparatus, thus does not make the claim patentably 
distinct. 

Regarding claim 10, claim 10 is rejected for the same reasoning as applied in 
claim 3. The method is inherent from an apparatus, thus does not make the claim 
patentably distinct. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , claim 1 1 is rejected for the same reasoning as applied in 
claim 4. The method is inherent from an apparatus, thus does not make the claim 
patentably distinct. 

5. Claims 5 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hamilton in view of well known prior art (MPEP 2144.03). 
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Regarding claim 5, Hamilton discloses everything claimed, as applied above (see 
claim 1); however, Hamilton fails to specifically disclose jobs containing all of the 
finishing techniques specified in claim 5. However, the examiner takes official notice of 
the fact that it was well known in the art to provide jobs containing all of the finishing 
techniques specified in claim 5, including specific print processing instructions such as 
double-sided printing, intensive printing, stapling or punching. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Hamilton by specifically providing jobs containing 
all of the finishing techniques specified in claim 5, including specific print processing 
instructions such as double-sided printing, intensive printing, stapling or punching, for 
the purpose of being just other examples of job instructions of finishing techniques that 
may be actuated by the printing system of Hamilton. 

Regarding claim 12, claim 12 is rejected for the same reasoning as 
applied in claim 5. The method is inherent from an apparatus, thus does not make the 
claim patentably distinct. 

6. Claims 6 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hamilton in view of Dampiero and further in view of Suzuki. 

Regarding claim 6, Hamilton and Dampiero disclose everything as applied above 
in claim 4. Dampiero and Hamilton disclosed above the use of a symbol to instruct 
printing of temporarily-stored files. However, Hamilton and Dampiero fail to disclose 
printing based on the last of a list of jobs. However, the examiner maintains that it was 
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well known in the art to provide printing based on the last of a list of jobs, as taught by 
Suzuki (US Patent 5878196). 

In a similar field of endeavor, Suzuki discloses a printer controller system. In 
addition, Suzuki discloses a job waiting in a reception waiting queue. When a job is 
received that contains the last of necessary documents for the job in the reception 
waiting queue, the waiting job is transferred to the printer queue for printing as disclosed 
at column 6, lines 7-11. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Hamilton and Dampiero by specifically providing 
printing based on the last of a list of jobs, as taught by Suzuki, for the purpose of 
allowing full completion of an interrupted job or package. 

As disclosed previously, a symbol can be used to instruct any set of instructions 
for a printing system, including the instruction of transferring associated files in 
associated jobs from one queue to another for printing. Hamilton discloses packages 
containing multiple jobs which contain multiple files. This idea of allowing full 
completion of an interrupted job or package could be transferred to the Hamilton 
scenario of transferring a package of jobs from the local storage to the printer queue 
once the last document of the last job has been locally stored with the symbol 
associated with the last document as previously mentioned that would direct the 
transfer. This idea and disclosure would reads on claimed printing of all the jobs is 
executed in compliance with a specific print processing instruction contained in a last 
received job among all the jobs. 
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Regarding claim 13, claim 13 is rejected for the same reasoning as 
applied in claim 6. The method is inherent from an apparatus, thus does not make the 
claim patentably distinct. 

Citation of Pertinent Art 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Matysek et al. (US Patent 5442732) discloses a print folder application for 
electronic reprographic systems. 

US Patent 5243381 discloses a method for compiling multiple jobs with job 
reference sheets. 

US Patent 6512899 discloses an image forming apparatus capable of processing 
images of plural documents. 

US Patent 5212786 discloses file compaction process for electronic printing 
systems. US Patent 5861958 discloses a multiple-file fax. 
US Patent 6674540 discloses assembling and printing compound documents. 
US Patent 5600762 discloses a method of processing a job, in a printing system, with a 
composite job ticket. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William C. Storey whose telephone number is 571-270- 
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3576. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (Alternate Fridays 
off) 7:30-5 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jefferey F. Harold can be reached on 571-272-7519. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/William C Storey/ William C Storey 

Examiner, Art Unit 4115 Examiner 

Art Unit 41 15 

/W. C. S./ 
/Jefferey F Harold/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 41 15 



